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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-20, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Donohue et al (U.S. 6,199,204 B1)and Parthesarathy etal (U.S 6,353,926 B1). 

3. As per claims 1 & 1 1 Donohue disclosed apparatus adapted for use in a peer-to 
peer collaboration system (col. 7, lines 12-25), the apparatus comprising a computer 
system with a memory and a computer-readable medium having computer executable 
modules, the computer-executable modules comprising: an activity program adapted to 
implement a portion of a collaboration session (cof.3, Sines 15-21, col.4, lines 15- 22 & 
col. 9, lines 51-54), the activity program modifying a local data copy of a shared space 
in response to deltas generated as a result of user actions within the collaboration 
system (col. 7, lines 55-67 & col. 8, lines 1-12), and the activity program generating a 
component update request in response to an action by user within the session; a 
component manager that receives the component update request from the activity 
program (col .5, lines 1-10) , and has a parser that extracts from the request URL 
information which identifies the location of a file containing software component 
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resources for satisfying the component update request (col. 8, lines 25-47 & figure. 3), 
wherein the component manager is adapted to determine whether the requested 
software component is already installed on the computer system and to selectively 
invoke the download manager based on the determination (col. 8, lines 64-67 & col.9, 
lines 1-9), whereby the computer system can use the component to maintain a second 
local data copy of the shared space that is synchronized with first local data copy (col. 5, 
lines 17-35). However, Donohue did not explicitly disclose a download manager that 
receives the URL information from the component manager and has a file retriever 
which asynchronously retrieves the file from the specified location, places the file in a 
staging area in the memory; and an install manager that asynchronously install the file. 
In the same field of endeavor Parthesarathy disclosed a download manager that 
receives the URL information from the component manager and has a file retriever 
which asynchronously retrieves the file from the specified location and places the file in 
a staging area in the memory and notifies the component manager; and an install 
manager that is instructed by the component manager to asynchronously install the file 
in the staging area; and an install manager the asynchronously installs the file (col. 5, 
lines 61-67 & col.6, lines 1-13 & lines 14-31). 

It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have incorporated a component manager asynchronously retrieving file 
from a specified location as disclosed by Parthesarathy into an apparatus for managing 
software component update as disclosed by Donohue in order to provide the 
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software/data transfer in a more efficient and secure manner and as a result make the 
software component apparatus more stable and prone to unauthorized users. 

4. As per claims 2 & 1 2 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 1 
wherein: the peer-to-peer collaboration system comprises a first peer device and a 
second peer device; and the activity program comprises a first activity program and is 
installed on the first peer device; the system comprises a second activity device 
program installed on the second peer device; and the action by the user comprises 
interaction with the second activity program (col. (Donoghue, col. 3, lines 50-67 & col.4, 
lines 1-36). 

5. As per claims 3 & 1 3 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 1 
wherein the component manager comprises a security section that validates the file 
before installation (Parthesarathy, col. 8, lines 53-65). 

6. As per claims 4 &14 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 1 
further comprises a manifest contains a list of all software components installed on the 
computer system (Donohue , col. 8, lines 64-67 & col. 9, lines 1-9). 

7. As per claims 5 & 1 5 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 4 
wherein the component manager comprises a mechanism that responds to the request 
by checking the manifest to ascertain whether the requested software component is 
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already installed on the computer system (Donohue , col. 8, lines 64-67 & col. 9, lines 1- 
9). 

8. As per claims 6 & 1 6 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 1 
wherein the component manager comprising a polling mechanism that periodically polls 
component locations to locate new component version (Parthesarathy, col. 5, lines 61- 
67 & col.6, lines 1-10). 

9. As per claims 7 & 1 7 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 5 
wherein the software component may be a system component that is required for 
operation of the apparatus or an application component that is not required for operation 
of the apparatus and wherein the apparatus further comprises a system component 
manager that receives a request for the system component and a system component 
installer that is started by the system component manager (Parthesarathy, col. 5, lines 
61-67 & col.6, lines 1-67) . 

1 0. As per claims 8 & 1 8 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 2 
wherein the activity program generates the update request in response to receiving an 
invitation for a user to join the collaboration session, the invitation being generated in 
response to an action by a user within the collaboration session (Donohue, col.1, lines 
51-67 & col. 1, lines 1-2&col.7, lines 22-25). 
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11. As per claims 9 & 1 9 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 1 
wherein the activity program generates the update request in response to receiving an 
update delta for the collaboration session, the update delta being generated in response 
to an action by a user within the collaboration session. (Donohue, col. 7, lines 12-25). 

12. As per claims 1 0 & 20 Donohue-Parthesarathy disclosed the apparatus of claim 
7 wherein the component manager comprises an activation factory for activating 
installed software components (Donohue, col.8, lines 64-67 & col. 9, lines 1-9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 21-30 & 32-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Varma et al (U.S. 6,334,141 B1) and Carley et al (U.S 6,701,345 B1). 

15. As per claims 21 & 32 Varma disclosed apparatus for use in a peer-to-peer 
collaboration system comprising a computer system with memory and at least one other 
computer system maintaining a first local data copy of a shared space, the apparatus 
comprising: means for implementing a collaboration session for a user, the means for 
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implementing adapted to maintain a local copy of a data space shred by a plurality of 
collaborating members in the collaboration session (col.3, lines 60-67 & col .4, lines 1- 
24) and to receive an indication of a component in use within the collaboration session 
involving at least one other computer system (see figure 1 and title of Varma) and to 
selectively generate an update request for the component (col. 5, lines 16-67 & col. 6, 
lines 1-27) based on the indication of use with the collaboration session (col. 5, lines 16- 
67 & col. 6, lines 1-27): means responsive to the request, for parsing the request to 
extract from the request URL information which identifies the location of a file containing 
software component resources for satisfying the request (col.1 1 , lines 38-54), whereby 
the computer system can use the component to maintain a second data copy of the 
shared space that is synchronized with the first data copy (col. 2, lines 66-67, col.3, lines 
1 -6 & col. 5, lines 1 6-46). However Verma did not explicitly disclose means for receiving 
the URL information and asynchronously retrieving the file from the identified location; 
and means cooperating with the parsing means for installing the component from the 
file while the collaboration system is executing. In the same filed of endeavor Carley 
disclosed (col. 50, lines54-67& col. 52, lines 1-16) means for receiving the URL 
information and asynchronously retrieving the file from the identified location; and 
means cooperating with the parsing means for asynchronously installing the component 
from the file while the collaboration system is executing (figure. 5, col.4, lines 42-64 & 
col.1 30, lines 54-67 & col. 131 , lines 1-27) . 

It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have incorporated a component manager asynchronously retrieving file 
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from the identified location as disclosed by Carley into an apparatus for managing 
software component update as disclosed by Verma in order to provide the software/data 
transfer in a more efficient and secure manner and as a result make the software 
component apparatus more stable and prone to unauthorized users. 

16. As per claims 22 & 33 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 32 
wherein the file contains an OSD description of the software component resources 
(Carley, figure.2, col .6, lines 37-63). 

1 7. As per claims 23 & 34 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 32 
wherein the parsing means comprises means for validating the file before installation 
(Carley, col. 13, lines 4-10). 

18. As per claims 24 & 35 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 32 further 
comprises a manifest which contains a list of all software components installed on the 
computer system (Varma, col.1, lines 12-34). 

1 9. As per claims 25 & 36 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 35 
wherein the parsing means comprises means responsive to the request for checking the 
manifest to ascertain whether the requested software component is already installed on 
the computer system (Varma, col.1, lines 12-34). 
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20. As per claims 26 & 37 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 32 
wherein the parsing means comprises means for periodically polling component 
locations to locate new component version (Carley, col. 117, lines 4-21). 

21 . As per claims 27 & 38 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 32 
wherein the software component may be a system component that is required for 
operation of the apparatus or an application component that is not required for operation 
of the apparatus and wherein the apparatus further comprises a system component 
manager that receives a request for the system component and a system component 
installer that is started by the system component manager (Carley, col.1 1 7, lines 4-21 ). 

22. As per claims 28 & 39 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 38 
wherein the system component installer comprises means for shutting the system 
component manager down before installing an in-use component (Varma, col. 2, lines 
43-67 &col.3, lines 1-6). 

23. As per claims 29 & 40 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 39 
wherein the system controller comprises means for restarting the system component 
manager after system component has been installed (Varma, col. 5, lines 16-67 & coi.6, 
lines 1-27) 
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24. As per claims 30 & 41 Varma - Carley disclosed the apparatus of claim 32 
wherein the parsing means comprises means for activating installed software 
components (Varma, col . 1 , lines 12-34). 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/1/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

25. Applicant argued that the amended limitations are not anticipated by the prior 
arts. 

As to applicant's argument examiner has cited the pertinent portions of the arts on the 
office action above. 

26. Applicant argued that the cited passages of Donoghue fial to disclose a peer-to- 
peer collaboration system or an "activity program". 

As to applicant's argument examiner has clearly cited the potion in Donoghue which 
describes its collaborative functionalities. 
Donoghue States: 
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27. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claims 21 and 32 are moot 
because examiner has introduced a new art. Please see rejection above. 



Conclusion 

28. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASGHAR BILGRAMI whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3907. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tonia L.M. Dollinger can be reached on 571-272-4170. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/A. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2443 
/Nathan J. Flynn/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2454 



